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DETAILED ACTION 

Miscellaneous 

1 . The examiner acknowledges Applicant's remarks regarding the replacement drawing 
sheets and notes that the drawings have been accepted. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 3/02/2009 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to an Amendment filed 3/02/2009. Claims 40-47 are pending. 
Claims 40, 43 are amended. Claims 1-39 are canceled. Claims 46, 47 are new. The examiner 
hereby withdraws the objection to the drawings in light of the amendment. 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments regarding claims 40, 43, 46, and 47, filed 3/02/2009, have been 
fully considered, but they are not persuasive. 
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Regarding claims 40 and 43, the applicant argues that Sezan's disclosure of a user 
selecting a highlight view to display a highlight of a program with a specified highlight duration 
does not teach or suggest dynamically generating a preview. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Applicant specifically argues that Sezan et al. does not teach or suggest at least 
dynamically generating a preview by combining views and provides an example where, if the 
preview distribution request contains viewpoint information relating to football touchdowns, 
then the media extractor/generator would extract a plurality of segments that have views 
corresponding to football touchdowns. As noted in the Office Action mailed 10/30/2008, Sezan 
et al. discloses receiving a request for a highlight of a program and a length of the highlight (Fig. 
10). The user identifies the program by selecting its corresponding frame of the left hand 
column (p. 8, paragraph 73 & Fig. 10). The user also identifies the length of the desired 
highlight. In specifying the length, the user is specifying a version corresponding to the selected 
duration. The version identifies both the time of the highlight (time information), as well as the 
clips (viewpoint information) used in the highlight (p. 9, 10, paragraphs 94, 95). In playing the 
highlight, the system plays the clips grouped under the desired version of the highlight. The 
clips are designated by start and end frame-ids. The examiner acknowledges Applicant's 
argument that viewpoint information be related to events, such as touchdowns; however, the 
examiner notes that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., viewpoint information relating 
to football touchdowns) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the 
claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). That is, the 
examiner notes that the claims do not specify what "viewpoint information" is and that, as such, 
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the viewpoint information could be relating to clips that form a 1 minute, 5 minute, or 10 minute 
highlight of a program, as defined by Sezan et al. 

Further regarding claims 40 and 43, the applicant argues that Sezan et al. does not 
disclose extracting a plurality of segments corresponding to viewpoint information contained in 
the preview distribution request from a client and combining views corresponding to at least 
some of the extracted plurality of segments so as to have a time length corresponding to the 
desired time information. The examiner respectfully disagrees. Sezan et al. discloses extracting 
clips so that the combination of the clips corresponds to the selected length of the highlight (p. 9, 
paragraph 94; p. 10, paragraph 94-95; & Fig. 10). As such, the examiner maintains that Sezan et 
al. teaches "a media extractor/generator that extracts, from the metadata, a plurality of segments 
for making up a preview that is a summary and adapted to the viewpoint information included in 
the preview distribution request with respect to content corresponding to the identification 
information included in the preview distribution request, and dynamically generates the preview 
by combining views corresponding to at least some of the extracted plurality of segments so as to 
have a time length corresponding to the desired time information included in the preview 
distribution request, using the time information assigned to the extracted plurality of segments," 
as currently claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 40, 41, 43, 44, 46, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 

by Sezan et al. (US 2005/0060641). 

Referring to claims 40 and 43, Sezan et al. discloses a media distribution 

apparatus/method (p. 20, paragraph 206 & Figs. 2, 28) comprising: 

a storer that stores views that are original media content, and metadata for explaining 
the views, the metadata comprising a plurality of segments and describing viewpoint 
information and time information both assigned on a segment-by-segment basis (a 
program description scheme is utilized in an MPEG-7 format for describing media 
content, including a syntactic structure scheme 402, a semantic structure description 
scheme 404, a visualization description scheme 406, and a meta information scheme 
408)(p. 3, paragraph 42; p. 9, 10, paragraphs 90, 91, 94-97; p. 16, paragraph 186; p. 
17, paragraph 189; & Figs. 13-21); 

a request receiver that receives, from a client, a preview distribution request including 
identification information that identifies the content viewpoint information included 
in the content, and desired time information, the identification information and the 
viewpoint information both selected from list information that is distributed in 
advance, the list information comprising the identification information and the 
viewpoint information of the content (a search, filtering, and browsing (SFB) module 
is used to perform filtering, searching, and browsing of the programs on the basis of 
the information contained in the description schemes. For instance, a user may 
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indicate a desire to watch a five minute highlight of a sports game), as well as 
playback time information of the content (the user can designate a length of time for a 
highlight)(p. 3-6, paragraphs 45, 53, 55; p. 8, paragraph 73; p. 13, paragraphs 137- 
141; p. 16, paragraph 184; p. 19, paragraphs 201, 202; & Figs. 7-12, 14) ; 
a media extractor/generator that extracts, from the metadata, a plurality of segments 
for making up a preview that is a summary and adapted to the viewpoint information 
included in the preview distribution request with respect to content corresponding to 
the identification information included in the preview distribution request, and 
dynamically generates the preview by combining views corresponding to at least 
some of the extracted plurality of segments so as to have a time length corresponding 
to the desired time information included in the preview distribution request, using the 
time information assigned to the extracted plurality of segments (program analysis is 
performed based on user request. For example, if the user wishes to view a 5 minute 
video highlight, the analysis module may invoke a knowledge based system to 
determine the highlights that form the best 5 minute summary)(p. 5, 6, paragraphs 51, 
53, 55; p. 7, paragraph 62; p. 9, 10, paragraph 94; p. 19, paragraphs 201, 202; & Figs. 
7-14); and 

a media transmitter that transmits the generated preview to the client (user 
descriptions can be stored at a server and the content adaptation can be performed 
there. Preferred content would then be transmitted to the user)(p. 5, 6, paragraphs 
53, 55; & p. 20, paragraph 206). 
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Referring to claims 41 and 44, Sezan et al. discloses the media distribution 
apparatus/method according to claims 40 and 43, respectively, wherein a plurality of sets of the 
viewpoint and priority of the viewpoint, both assigned on a segment-by-segment basis, are 
assigned to the metadata (p. 5, paragraph 52; p. 10, paragraph 95; & Figs. 14, 16). 

Referring to claims 46 and 47, Sezan et al. discloses the media distribution 
apparatus/method according to claims 40 and 43, respectively, wherein viewpoint options are 
displayed to a user prior to generating the preview (length options)(Fig. 10). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such thai the subject mallei' as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 42 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sezan 
et al. (US 2005/0060641) in view of Russo et al. (US 5,619,247). 

Referring to claims 42 and 45, Sezan et al. discloses the media distribution 
apparatus/method according to claims 40 and 43, respectively. Sezan et al. does not disclose a 
charger that does not perform charging for the preview or performs charging according to a 
length of the preview. Russo et al. discloses transmitting media content to a user without billing 
them (col. 5, 1. 2-4). The user may enjoy the content free of charge until a predetermined amount 
of time of the content has been viewed. At this time a charge will take place (col. 10, 1. 64-67). 
It would have been obvious to modify Sezan et al. to include charging a user for content after a 
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certain length of media content has been viewed, such as that taught by Russo et al. in order to 
compensate a content provider for content viewing, while allowing a user to cancel a transaction 
if content viewing is terminated early (Russo et al. col. 2, 1. 58-63). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL VAN HANDEL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-5968. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:30pm Mon.-Fri.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on 571-272-733 1 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Christopher Kelley/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 

2424 
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